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EDITORIAL
At their July meeting the board of trustees of Chicago-Kent
College of Law conferred the degree of Doctor of Juridical Science (J. S. D.), in course, upon Professor Charles C. Pickett.
This distinction was attained by Profesosr Pickett as a result
of his many years of study and teaching in the field of legal
education.
Professor Pickett was graduated from the University of Rochester where he received his A. B. degree. His LL.B. he acquired
at the University of Illinois. From 1897 to 1907 Judge Pickett
was on the law faculty of the latter University and was for a
time nominal dean. In 1913, after six years of successful practice of law "Judge" Pickett became a full-time instructor at
Chicago-Kent College of Law where he has taught without interruption for twenty years.
Professor Pickett is supervisor of research work for senior
students, and his efforts have made possible the section in the

DISCUSSION, OF RECENT DECISIONS

known as "Discussion of Recent Decisions." He himself
has done considerable research work and has also written on legal
topics for the REVIEW. His most recent article is that on "Jurisdiction in Will Contest Cases," which appeared in the REVIEW
in June, 1930.
REVIEW

Professor Pickett teaches the courses in Evidence, Wills, Conflict of Laws, and Applied Jurisprudence in which courses he
has attained distinction as a legal instructor.
DISCUSSION OF RECENT DECISIONS
RIGHT TO PARK VEHICLES IN PUBLIC STREETS.-The right of a
driver of a private automobile to park his automobile, that is,
to leave it standing repeatedly for long periods, in front of a
private residence against the protest of the owner of the premises
was decided in Decker v. Goddard.' The plaintiff's home was in
a residential section of the city of Rochester, New York, where
parking for more than six hours was forbidden by city ordinance. The defendant, contending that this gave him the right
to park for less than six hours, parked his car for a considerable
number of days, a number of hours each day, in front of the
plaintiff's residence, despite the plaintiff's remonstrance and protest. The trial court 2 refused the plaintiff relief by injunction,
but the Appellate Division reversed the case and directed judgment in favor of the plaintiff for the relief demanded.
To evaluate the decision of the New York court properly we
shall examine the law on these points:
1. The primary use to which highways and streets are dedicated.
2. The rights in the public street or highway of one whose
land abuts thereon.
3. What constitutes an obstruction.
4. Whether the municipality may give a concession in the
public streets, that is, permit or authorize the maintenance of
an obstruction in the streets.
5. What obstruction of the streets is proper when permitted by public authority.
6. Whether the legislature may, in the general exercise of its
police power, curtail or encroach upon the rights of abutting
owners of city realty, so as to give members of the traveling
1 233 App. Div. 139, 251 N. Y. S. 440.
2 139 Misc. Rep. 824, 249 N. Y. S. 381.

